Purpose: This study sought to investigate the availability of creationist and intelligent design (ID) books in UK public libraries, whether any materials held were obtained as a result of donation or purchase, and whether such materials, if available, were classified as religion or science. Findings: There was a relatively low level of reported donations of creationist and ID materials in UK public libraries. However, a high number of library authorities did have creationist and intelligent design materials on their catalogues via their own procurement mechanisms. There was no consistent nationwide pattern with regards to how these materials were classified and there was a wide geographic variation reported, with difficulties evidenced in whether to present creationist and intelligent design texts to the public as religious texts or science texts.
Introduction
In the USA there is an ongoing public debate between creationists and those advocating rational scientific theories, such as natural selection. This has taken many forms including attempts, sometimes successful, to place creationist and intelligent design books in public and school libraries via donation, and also to influence what can be taught in the school curricula (Biever, 2005; O'Sullivan and O'Sullivan, 2007) . There is also evidence of attempts by the Christian fundamentalist and creationist lobbies in the USA to get their books into libraries by gifting books and influencing or subverting selection policy (O'Sullivan and O'Sullivan, 2007) . There is currently little or no research into the existence of such similar activity in the UK.
This study sought to investigate whether the creationist community has similarly been attempting to influence public library collections in the UK, specifically seeking to find out.
1. To what extent are were donated materials by creationist groups making their way into public library collections 2. Whether creationist and intelligent design (ID) books in public libraries are classified as religion or science:
Utilising recent legislation related to Freedom of Information to request information from local authorities, the study will seek to ascertain how public libraries across the UK are managing creationist materials.
Research context 3

What is creationism and Intelligent Design (ID)?
The creationist community has evolved and diversified over the years, and now varies considerably in what they accept from science and what they believe from the Bible. The different camps, or factions, have very different and often conflicting views (Pennock, 1999, p. xi) . At one end of the spectrum are those in the "Flat earth" and "Geocentric" camp, who are in the minority. The next identifiable grouping is the "young Earth creationists" who, according to Pigliucci, represent the majority of creationists (2002, p. 38) . The young Earth creationists take the book of Genesis in the Bible literally, believing God created the earth approximately 6000 years ago and in 6 days.
The next group marks a significant theological and scientific divide from the previous groups. The "old-Earth creationist" camp agrees with most of modern geology, but variants identified by Pigliucci include those believing in "gap theory", "day-age theory" and "progressive creationists" (2002, p. 38-39) . These various groups accept much of modern science, but put limitations on evolution.
The primary divide from the previous named groups is, as the names suggest, on the age of the earth (Pennock, 1999, p. 14) .
The "intelligent design (ID) theory" is the next form in the spectrum of creationists. Proponents believe "that the universe is the result of some kind of supernatural plan evidently constrained by forces that even the gods cannot entirely control" (Pigliucci, 2002, p. 40] . The last of the "old-Earth creationist" ideologies has been referred to as "theistic evolution", which teaches that god works through the natural laws and processes he created. Pigliucci points out that this is the position accepted by the majority of Christians and is the official position of the Catholic Church (2002, p. 42) . There are also yet more forms of creationism, for example, Muslim creationists base their arguments on the Qur'an (BBC Religion and Ethics, 2006) .
Origins of the creationism vs. evolution debate.
Pigliucci comments that in the 19 th century, after the publication of On the origin of species, there was generally an acceptance of evolution both in the UK and USA (2002, p. 8) . He also notes that Darwin, along with Thomas Huxley and Joseph Dalton Hooker, were very active in promoting the theory of evolution and this may help explain its acceptance (p. 8-9). There were, however, critics from within the naturalist community and from the clergy in the UK, for example, Bishop Samuel Wilberforce (p. 8, .
During the 20 th century, much of the creationist-evolution debate took place in the USA. The first major confrontation was in Dayton, Tennessee in 1925 at the Scopes "Monkey" Trial. A teacher, John Scopes, made a stand against a law prohibiting the teaching of evolution. Scopes was convicted of teaching evolution, which, according to Pigliucci, is what the defence wanted, so that the fight could then be taken to a higher court. The ruling was then overturned on a technicality and the anti-evolution law was not repealed until 1967 (Linder, 2006; Pennock, 1999, p.3; Pigliucci, p.16-19 I believe God created the world for a purpose. The Designer of intelligent design is, ultimately, the Christian God" (Forrest, 2008, p. 189 (Butt, 2009, p. 4; Wynne-Jones, 2009, p. 15) . The Sunday Telegraph and the Guardian put a slightly different spin on their articles, but both observed the findings of the study that a significant percentage of people in the UK do not believe the theory of evolution (Butt, 2009 p. 4; Wynne-Jones, 2009, p. 15) .
Even if one could argue that there may be some bias in the above poll results from the way the questions were phrased, there is strong support for the involvement of God in the evolution of life. At the very least, there is also support for evolution, even if many believe in a divine hand guiding it. Many believe that the work of creationists has clouded the issue and undermined the public's understanding of science. A university lecturer (James Williams) is quoted in the Guardian as saying:
"Creationists ask if people believe in evolution. Evolution is a theory and a fact. You accept it because of the evidence. What the creationists have done is put a cloak of pseudo-science to wrap up their religious belief" (Butt, 2009, p. 4] 
Creationism, ID and Classification (DDC)
The Dewey Decimal Classification system (DDC) used by many UK libraries has difficulties that must be overcome when classifying creationist or intelligent design books. The manual entry on the WebDewey site has guidance to the classification of texts by scientists and by religious authors:
However, when a religious author is trying to enlighten scientists on a specific scientific matter, class the work with science, while if a scientist is trying to enlighten the religious on a specific religious matter, class the work with religion (OCLC, 2009).
So the guidelines specifically identify the "subject", what the work is about, as the main criterion. This is confirmed by the next paragraph:
"The correct classification is determined by the intent of the author, and the interest of the readers that the author is seeking to reach, not by the truth, falsity, or validity of interpretations and premises" (OCLC, 2009).
So it does not matter how valid a work is, it could be questionable, but according to the above information, creationist work can be classified as science. Specific guidelines are given including the following:
 To use 213 for works that considers the relation between divine creation and evolution as a philosophical problem, without appealing to a particular religion or scripture.
 To use 231.7652 for creationism, creation science and also works attempt to refute creation science. The guidance specifically talks about texts written from a Christian viewpoint.
 Use 231.7652 for comprehensive works including both religion and science.
 Use 500 for works by creationist authors that attempt to refute evolution theory by examining the writings, hypotheses, and findings of scientists.
 Use 576.8 for these works on biological evolution.
The above guidance makes use of main classes 200 (Religion) and, within that, 213 (Creation). The 231.7652 is a deeply embedded (down 10 levels) subdivision of the religion main class entitled: "Relation of scientific and Christian viewpoints of origin of universe". The specific guidance given above does seem to contradict the earlier note "when a religious author is trying to enlighten scientists on a specific scientific matter, class the work with science" (OCLC, 2009 ). If one follows the guidance on the 500 and 576.8 classes only materials looking at scientific works using scientific methods should be classed here. This would seem to rule out classifying creationist and ID works in these classes.
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Given the lack of clarity in the above guidance, the difficulties in classifying works are compounded by many creationist and ID authors intentionally trying to cloak religion as science. There is some evidence for a lack of consistency in how works are classified. In a blog that is a critique of the creationist/ID movement, The following categories of information were collated in the spread sheet:
 Geographical area -library authority. Although only three questions were asked, information stating that books are all pre-classified by supplier or that MARC catalogue records are bought from a supplier was sometimes offered. Any information supplied in response to the FOI request was saved and collated in the Excel spread sheet mentioned.
Analysis of Results
In total 65 out of 68 library authorities responded (96%), with a wide variation in the verbosity of the response. There was a degree of uncertainty in some answers;
for example 6 authorities did not know if there had been any donations of creationist or ID materials. Others did not know how creationist or ID materials 9 would be classified. The area least well represented was Wales with only 4 out of 7 of library authorities contacted responding to the request within the time allowed.
Responses to the three FOI questions are presented below, with additional information that was sometimes included.
Stock Selection Policy
The Almost half of those with no policy stated that one was currently under development. On examination of the stock selection polices, over 6 did not contain anything about donations (see Table 1 ). The stock selection policies varied from small 3-4 page documents to more comprehensive documents of 40-50 pages in length. (Islamic Theology) using the Dewey system.
As mentioned above, information was sometimes included in the FOI response that indicated library authorities had purchased creationist or intelligent design books. This was supplemented by searches of the online catalogues, and all regions had library authorities that purchased creationist or ID books. All the library authorities in the following 4 regions purchased creationist or ID books:
Northern Ireland (1), Yorkshire & Humber (5), East Midlands (3) and Wales (4).
At least 50% of the library authorities in the other regions purchased creationist or ID books.
Classification of stock
The last of the three FOI questions was: Are materials (books, DVDs etc) identified as creationist or intelligent design classified as science or religion?
Creationist materials were classified as religion in 33 of the library authorities, and as either science or religion, depending on the individual item, in 27 of the library authorities. Only one authority classified creationist books as science and a small number (4) had no information (or gave no information) on the classification of creationist materials. 
Conclusions and recommendations
The results Of the stock selection polices examined, there seemed to be a great variation in the detail and scope of coverage. Some policies were little more than short guides of four or five pages in length, indicating the proportions and levels of different stock types to maintain (adult fiction, non-fiction etc.). Other polices were 40-50 pages in length and detailed, with sections on criterion for stock selection, donations, conservation, stock disposal and current legislation covered by the policy.
Even when a library has a stock selection policy, it does not always contain recommendations about donations and/or may not always be used to decide the fate of donations.
Donations of Creationist and Intelligent Design Materials/Books
Seven out of the twelve regions in the UK to which FOI requests were made reported donations of creationist or Intelligent design books/materials. There was no discernable pattern, with the highest percentage of library authorities reporting donations coming from the East Midlands (2 out of 3). In general, the levels of donations of creationist and ID materials seem quite low; just 11 of the library authorities from the FOI requests.
However, the number of libraries that stock creationist and ID materials is quite high -52 of the 65 from FOI requests. The figures from the FOI requests come from a combination of the comments made by respondents and manual checks of library catalogues.
Classification of Creationist and Intelligent Design Materials/Books
The FOI requests show a mixed picture regarding how creationist and ID materials are classified. For creationist materials, a majority indicate religion with a significant number suggesting it could be science or religion, depending on the item. For ID materials, there is also a mixed picture with the highest percentage specifying science or religion, depending on the item. Interestingly, for ID materials, a significant minority indicate the classification should be religion.
These results demonstrate a certain amount of variation and uncertainty, but do suggest a default position tending towards religion and in some cases deciding on an individual basis only after close examination of different aspects (e.g. There is a certain amount of regional variation in the FOI results on how creationist or ID materials should be classified. In general more regions can be seen to be classifying both creationist and ID materials as religion, with a significant amount specifying science or religion, depending on the item. Only one library authority (in Scotland) classifies creationist materials as science, however, all but three regions have library authorities classifying ID as science. It may be that the regional variation in classification of creationist and ID materials is indicative of the uncertainty in the problem of deciding the classification
Overall the study suggests that creationist and ID materials are made freely available in UK public libraries, with the majority being selected by the library authority itself via its normal procurement mechanisms. Clearly since public libraries should be about presenting all viewpoints to the public, this is to be welcomed. However, that differences exist in terms of how material is classified, even on a small scale, is a cause for concern from a classification perspective. In issues of science especially, correct classification is vital if library users are not to be misled as to the efficacy of scientific materials.
